
Original) The method of claims 10 or 12 wherein said identifiers of said list are 
arkup language. ^fT\d^\^ ^ 

1 5 . (Currently Amended) A computer program product in a computer system having 
a Central Processing Unit (CPU) operativ e ly coupled to a computer readable memory, the 
computer program product including a computer-readable data storage medium tangibly 
embodying computer readable program code executable on a computer to direct said computer to 
create and manage links amongst units of information based on a list of identifiers arranged in an 
hierarchical order wherein each identifier identifies an associated unit of information, said 
computer program product comprising: 

code to instruct for instructinfi said computer system to store said list of identifiers, 

wherein said list of identifiers has a user determined relative hierarchical order to 
direct a link management system in the creation of said links; 
code to instruct for instructing said computer system to examine said list of identifiers to 

determine the hierarchical order of said identifiers within said list of identifiers; 
code to instruct for instructing said computer system to link a unit of information to at 
least one other unit of information based on the relative hierarchical order of 
identifiers including: 
an identifier identifying said unit of information; and 
another identifier identifying said at least one other unit of information, 
wherein: 

said units of information are units of target information; 

each said identifier of said list of identifiers is adapt e d configured to identify source 
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^1 7.29.03 Claims Object ecHo, Spacing of Lines 

The claims are objected to because the lines are crowded too closely together, making 
reading difficult. Substitute claims with lines one and one-half or double spaced on good 
quality paper are required. See 37 CFR 1 .52(b). 

< Amendments to the claims must be in compliance with 37 CFR 1 . 1 2 1 (c). ** 
608.01 (n) [R-5] Dependent Claims 

I. MULTIPLE DEPENDENT CLAIMS 

37 CFR 1.75. Claim(s). 

(c) One or more claims may be presented in dependent fomn, referring back to and further 
limiting another claim or claims in the same application. Any dependent claim which refers to more 
than one other claim ( "multiple dependent claim ") shall refer to such other claims in the alternative 
only. A multiple dependent claim shall not serve as a basis for any other multiple dependent claim. 
For fee calculation purposes under § 1,16, a multiple dependent claim will be consiaered to be that 
number of claims to which direct reference is made therein. For fee calculation purposes also, any 
claim depending from a multiple dependent claim will be considered to be that number of claims to 
which direct reference is macfe in that multiple dependent claim. In addition to the other filing fees, 
any original application which is filed with, or is amended to include, multiple dependent claims must 
have paid therein the fee set forth in § 1.160). Claims in dependent form snail be construed to include 
all the limitations of the claim incorporated by reference into the dependent claim. A multiple 
dependent claim shall be construed to incorporate by reference all the limitations of each of the 
particular claims in relation to which it is being considered. 

3|C 3|C 3|C 9|C 3|C 

Generally, a multiple dependent claim is a dependent claim which refers back in the 
alternative to more than one preceding independent or dependent claim. 
The second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2 has been revised in view of the multiple 
dependent claim practice introduced by the Patent Cooperation Treaty. Thus 35 U.S.C. 
1 1 2 authorizes multiple dependent claims in applications filed on and after January 24, 
1 978, as long as they are in the attemative form (e.g., "A machine according to claims 3 
or 4, further comprising Cumulative claiming (e.g., "A machine according to claims 3 
and 4, fiorther comprising — ") is not permitted. A multq^le dependent claim may refer in 
the alternative to only one set of claims. A claim such as "A device as in claims 1,2,3, or 
4, made by a process of clainris 5, 6, 7, or 8" is inproper. 35 U.S.C. 1 12 allov^s reference 
to only a particular claim. Furthermore, a multiple dependent claim may not serve as a 
basis for any other multiple dependent claim, either directly or indirectly. These limitations 
help to avoid undue confusion in determining how many prior claims are actually referred 
to in a multiple dependent claim. 

A multiple dependent claim which depends fi*om another multiple dependent claim should 
be objected to by using form paragraph 7.45. 

7.45 Improper hdidtiple Dependenl Claims 
Claim I 1 1 objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being iji improper form because a 
multiple dependent claim [2 ]. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claim [3] 
not been further treated on the merits. 

Examiner Note 
1. 

in bracket 2, insert —should refer to other claims in the alternative only--, and/or, 
cannot depend from any other multiple dependent clainv-. 
2. 

Use this paragi'aph rather than 35 U.S.C. 112, fifth paragraph. 



3." • * 

In bracket 3, insert --has— or —s have—. 
Assume each claim example given below is from a different application. 

A. Acceptable Multiple Dependent Claim Wording 

Claim 5. A gadget according to claims 3 or 4, further comprising --- 

Claim 5. A gadget as in any one of the preceding claims, in which — 

Claims. A gadget as in any one of claims 1, 2, and 3, in which — 

Claim 3. A gadget as in either claim 1 or claim 2, fiirther conprising — 

Claim 4. A gadget as in claim 2 or 3, further compri-sing 

Claim 1 6. A gadget as in claims 1,7, 1 2, or 1 5, fiirther conprising — 

Claim 5. A gadget as in any of the preceding claims, in which — 

Claim 8. A gadget as in one of claims 4-7, in which — 

Claim 5. A gadget as in any preceding claim, in which — 

Claim 10. A gadget as in any of claims 1-3 or 7-9, in which — 

Claim 1 1 . A gadget as in any one of claims 1 , 2, or 7- 1 0 inclusive, in which --- 

B. Unacceptable Multiple Dependent Claim Wording 

1 . Claim Does Not Refer Back in the Alternative Only 

Claim 5. A gadget according to claim 3 and 4, fiirther comprising — 
Claim 9. A gadget according to claims 1-3, in which --- 
Claim 9. A gadget as in claims 1 or 2 and 7 or 8, which — 
Claim 6. A gadget as in the preceding claims in which — 
Claim 6. A gadget as in claims 1,2,3,4 and/or 5, in which — 
Claim 1 0. A gadget as in claims 1 -3 or 7-9, in which — 

2. Claim Does Not Refer to a Preceding Claim 

Claim 3. A gadget as in any of the following claims, in which — 
Claim 5. A gadget as in either claim 6 or claim 8, in which — 

3. Reference to Two Sets of Claims to Different Features 

Claim 9. A gadget as in claim 1 or 4 made by the process of claims 5, 6, 7, or 8, in 
which — - 

4. Reference Back to Another Multiple Dependent Claim 

Claim 8. A gadget as in claim 5 (claim 5 is a multiple dependent claim) or claim 7, in 
which — 

35 U.S.C. 1 1 2 indicates that the limitations or elements of each claim incorporated by 
reference into a multiple dependent claim must be considered separately. Thus, a multple 
dependent claim, as such, does not contain all the limitations of all the alternative claims to 
which it refers, but rather contains in any one embodiment only those limitations of the 
particular claim referred to for the embodiment under consideration. Hence, a multiple 
dependent claim must be considered in the same manner as a plurality of single 
dependent claims. 

C. Restriction Practice 

For restriction purposes, each embodiment of a multiple dependent claim is considered in 
the same manner as a single dependent clainx Therefore, restriction may be required 
between the embodiments of a multiple dependent claim Also, some embodiments of a 
multiple dependent claim may be held withdrawn while other embodiments are considered 
on their merits. 



